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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of the subject application is resfpe 
the above amendments and the following remarks. Claims 1, 2, jl 
pending in the subject application, with currently amended Claim jl, 
23 being in independent format. This Supplemental Amendment b 
three months from the mailing date of the Final Office Action mai 

On February 22, 2005, an Amendment and Reply was filed i 
Action mailed December 20, 2004. On March 3, 2005, an 
Examiner states in the Advisory Action that Amendment and 
to place the subject application in condition for allowance and ;th 
will not be entered because the amendments raise new issues 
consideration and/or search. Applicant notes that newly addled 
Amendment and Reply dated February 22, 2005 would be allov|al 
timely filed amendment canceling the non-allowable claims. 

Applicant notes that his argument with respect to Claims jl-. 
the Amendment and Reply to Office Action dated November 22, ! ' 
that the Examiner states that the arguments are moot. Applicanj a 
the abstract, the rejections to Claims 1-5, 14, 14, and 19 under 

i 

rejections to Claim 20 under 35 US.C. §103 as indicated in the pr 
20, 2004 have been withdrawn. In addition, applicant notes jh; 
subject matter in the prior Office Action is withdrawn. 

Applicants representative sincerely thanks Examiner 
during the telephone conference regarding the subject application 

Claim 3 has been canceled because its subject matter h^s 
Claim 1. Claim 1 has been amended to recite: "A device for setjan 
at least one central aperture comprising at least four sides and 
facing each lateral aperture, wherein a lon^ tnHiiml axis is fonrjec 



ctfully requested in view of 
12, 14, 15, and 17, 19-23 are 
and newly added Claims 21- 
Reply is being filed within 
December 20, 2004. 
response to the Final Office 
Action was mailed. The 
2005 fails 
it the proposed amendments 
that would require further 
Claim 21 presented in the 
[e if submitted in a separate, 



Advisory 

j 

Rep^y lated February 22, 



Sajndy 



ot 



said at least two lateral apertures and s ^d ai least one cettjral aperture," Support for the 



amendment can be found in Claim 3, as originally filed, on pagj 3 
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12(04, 



;, 14, 15, and 19, presented in 
[, have been considered and 
so notes that the objection to 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b), and the 
or Office Action mailed May 
t the indication of allowable 



for his time and comments 
March 9, 2005. 
1 >een incorporated in amended 
ing and adjusting laces.... said 
at least two wedge angles 
through geometric centers of 



farming 



lines 21-23, page 5, lines 10- 
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11, and page 7, lines 25-34 of the specification as originally fil<d 
claimed invention is also clearly illustrated in Figures 1 A, 4A, anq 4 
Claims 13, 16, and 18 have been canceled. Newly added |n 
to subject matter previously recited in canceled Claim 13 and iijcl 
previously amended Claim 1. As discussed during the telephone) 
it was applicant's intention for original Claims 16 and 18 to 4ej 
However, applicant's representative discovered that original Claim:: 
drafted The embodiment of applicant's inventive device as c|ai i 
illustrated in Figure 5A, while the embodiment of applicant's 
original Claim 18 is illustrated in Figure 5B. Accordingly, newly 
subject matter previously recited in original Claims 1 and 16. Ne|w 
subject matter previously recited in original Claims 1 and 18.; < 
amended to depend from currently amended Claim 1. Claim 1|7 
from newly added independent Claim 22. 

It is urged that support for all the above amendment^ n 
specification as originally filed and that none of the amendments jet 
urged that this amendment is appropriate after final rejection. 



This feature of applicant's 
J as originally filed, 
dependent Claim 21 is drawn 
ides all of the limitations of 
conference with the Examiner, 
»end from original Claim 1. 

16 and 18 were improperly 
ned in original Claim 16 is 
device as claimed in 
added Claim 22 is drawn to 
y added Claim 23 is drawn to 
Claims 14 and 15 have been 
ias been amended to depend 



pventive 



Claim Rejections - 55 K&C §10ifb 
Claims 1-12. 14, 15, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.^.C 
by Wilson et al (U.S. Patent No. 441,732). This rejection is rqsp 
in view of the above amendments and the following remarks. 

The Examiner alleges that Wilson et al discloses a de\jic 
comprising: a body (frame h as disclosed by Wilson et al) having i 
and a perimeter, wherein the body is provided with at least tjvo 
Wilson et al) positioned "laterally" on opposite sides of a center 
further being provided with at least one aperture (h 2 as disclose^ b 
the center of the body, and wherein the at least one central apertyjn: 
and forming at least two wedge angles facing each lateral aperture 



tay be found throughout the 
nstitute new matter. It is also 



§ 102(b) as being anticipated 
ctfiilly traversed, particularly 

: (see Fig. 4 of Wilson et al) 
top surface, a bottom surface, 
apertures (h' as disclosed by 
•>f the body, wherein the body 
Wilson et al) positioned near 
comprising at least four sides 
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Applicant respectfully submits that Wilson et al. fails |t< 
currently amended Claim 1. Therefore, none of Claims 1, 2,j 

i 

anticipated by Wilson et al. \ 
Claim 1 of the subject application, as currently amended} 
and adjusting laces, cords, and strings. . . said at least one central ajpefture 
sides and forming at least two wedge angles facing each lateral 

is formed through geom etric centers of said at least two lateral 
central aperture ." j 



"a device for securing 
comprising at least four 
, wherein a longitudinal 
t pertures an d at least one 



aperture; 



Wilson et al discloses a halter having a frame (ft). Framje 
loop (h 2 ), inclined loops (h% and inclined bars (h 3 ). In contract 
securing and adjusting device, Wilson et al. does not teach or s 
formed through geometric centers of two lateral apertures and onje 
Figures 4A and 4B as originally filed, applicant's inventive lace 
provided with two lateral apertures (104, 104* in Fig. 4A; 126 
aperture (106 in Fig. 4A; 128 in Fig. 4B). A longitudinal axis (lp2 
formed through geometric centers of the two lateral apertures 
to Figure 4 of Wilson et al., unlike applicant's claimed device, ajlo 
not be formed through the geometric centers of upper loop 
frame (h) as disclosed by Wilson et al. Wilson et al. therefore dbe 
the claimed invention and does not anticipate amended Claim 1 . i 
It is therefore urged that Claims 1, 2, 4-12, 14, 15, 1^, 
Wilson et al., and that the present rejection of the claims underj 3 
properly withdrawn. 



o 



securing : 



126 



Allowable Subject Matter j 

Applicant notes that the Examiner pointed out in the Fiifal 

i 

and 16-1 8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected bajse 
if rewritten in independent form and including all of the limitations 
claims. 
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disclose each element of 
, 14, 15, 19, and 20 are 



<|A) is provided with an upper 
the presently claimed lace 
a longitudinal axis that is 
( entral aperture. As shown in 
and adjusting device is 
i* in Fig. 4B) and a central 
in Fig. 4A; 124 in Fig, 4B) is 
central aperture. According 
igitudinal axis is not and can 
ind inclined loops (h 9 ) of the 
not disclose each element of 



;ind 20 are not anticipated by 
; U.S.C. §l02(b) may thus be 



Office Action that Claims 13, 
claim, but would be allowable 
of the base and intervening 
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Claims 13, 16, and 18 have been canceled and rewritten 
and 23. Claims 21 and 22 are therefore allowable. 



as 



Conclusion 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, appl|c*jnt 
Examiner's concerns have been addressed Early reconsideratioi 
4-12, 14, 15, 17, and 19-23 is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully 



aid 



sui 




Victor N.King 
Registration Nc 



Date: March 9, 2005 
Speckman Law Group pixc 

20601 



independent Claims 21, 22, 



believes that all of the 
allowance of Claims 1, 2, 



>mitted, 
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